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METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter
101 Eighth Street

QOakland, CA 94607-4700
Tel.: 510.464.7700
TTY/TDD: 510.464.7769

Fax: 510.464.7848

TRANSPORTATION

COMMISSION

e-mail: info@mtc.dst.ca.us

BAY BRIDGE DESIGN TASK FORCE Chairperson: Mary King

Wednesday, Nov. 12, 1997 Members: Sharon Brown
1:00 p.m. - Tour Mark DeSaulnier
*Transbay Transit Terminal Elihu Harris
First and Mission Streets Tom Hsieh

2:15 p.m. - Meeting Jon Rubin

PG&E Auditorium :

77 Beale Street angel Sivagusa

San Francisco. California Staff Liaison: Steve Heminger

(See Map on Reverse Side)

FINAL AGENDA
Tour: 1 p.m. - 2:15 p.m.

Transbay Transit Terminal and proposed new site, located
between Main and Beale, Howard and Folsom streets.

Led by Caltrans and San Francisco Redevelopment Agency staff.
Meet inside terminal on AC Transit bus deck.

Meeting: 2:15 p.m., following tour

Ik Welcome and introductions - Mary King, Chair

2. Status report on proposed bike/pedestrian access on new eastern span
of Bay Bridge, Denis Mulligan, Caltrans

3. MTC staff report on Transbay Terminal project, Ann Flemer**
4. Other Business/Public Comment

* Note: An AC Transit bus will provide transport to and from the Transbay
Transit Terminal for MTC commissioners, staff and, as space is available, for
members of the public who wish to attend the meeting. The bus will depart from
the MetroCenter, 101 8th Street in Oakland, promptly at 12:30 p.m. and return
to the same location following the meeting.

** Attachment to Task Force members and other officials. Copies available at
meeting.

Public Comment: The public is encouraged to comment on agenda items at
committee meetings by completing a request-to-speak card (available from staff)
and passing it to the committee secretary or chairperson. Public comment may be
limited by any of the procedures set forth in Section 3.09 of MTC’s Procedures
Manual (Resolution No. 1058, Revised) if, in the chair’s judgment, it is necessary
to maintain the orderly flow of business.




Record of Meeting: MTC meetings are tape recorded. Copies of recordings are available at
nominal charge, or recordings may be listened to at MTC offices by appointment.

Sign Language Interpreter or Reader: If requested three (3) working days in advance, sign
language interpreter or reader will be provided; for information on getting written materials in
alternate formats call 510/464-7787.

Transit Access to MTC: BART to Lake Merritt Station. AC Transit buses: #11 from Piedmont or
Montclair; #59A from Montclair; #62 from East or West Oakland; #35X from Alameda; #36X from
Hayward.

Parking at MTC: Metered parking is available on the street. No public parking is provided.
Transit Access to Transbay Terminal & PG&E Auditorium: BART to Embarcadero Station; the
Transbay Terminal is one block south. AC Transit Transbay Routes F, N, and O run to

Transbay Terminal.
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Fax: §10.461.7848

Memorandum

TO: Bay Bridge Design Task Force DATE: November 20, 1997
FR: Steve Heminger

RE: Selection of Bridge Design Teams

Since the Task Force will not meet again until January 1998, this memo is to advise you
of the ongoing Caltrans process for selecting design firms to perform the 30% design
work on the self-anchored suspension and cable-stayed alternatives for the new eastern
span of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge.

In early September, Caltrans issued a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) to hire the design
group. Based on consultations with MTC staff, Caltrans intends to select one consultant
design group that will have “at least two separate and distinct design teams with desi
expertise and experience in each of the two alternatives.” (quotation from RFQ, p. 1) The
deadline for the firms to respond was October 16, and Caltrans received proposals from
five design groups representing dozens of different private engineering and
architectural firms. The next step in the process calls for selecting the groups that will be
invited for oral interviews, which are tentatively scheduled for mid-December.

Unfortunately, when the actual contract will be awarded and the successful design
group can begin work depends on the resolution of a legal complaint that has been filed
against Caltrans by the Professional Engineers in California Government (PECG), the
union representing Caltrans engineers. This legal complaint is part of a lengthy history
of litigation between PECG and Caltrans over the ability of Caltrans to contract design
and engineering services for state highway projects to private firms. A court hearing on
this most recent complaint concerning the use of private firms to do seismic retrofit

engineering (including the Bay Bridge project) is scheduled for December 11 in
Sacramento.

We hope that this issue will be resolved in favor of Caltrans’ ability to use private firms
to design the new eastern span of the Bay Bridge. If so, Caltrans will be able to award
the Bay Bridge eastern span design contract in December or January and the design
group can begin work. Even under this optimistic scenario, we have lost 1-2 months in
delay already, which means that the Task Force and Commission will not be able to
make a final recommendation on bridge design type until May or June 1998.

If the issue is not resolved at the December 11 hearing or the judge’s ruling is

unfavorable, the eastern span replacement project faces further delays and public safety
will be further jeopardized. If you have any questions on this matter, please feel free to
contact me at (510) 464-7810 or MTC's General Counsel, Francis Chin, at (510) 464-7710.
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Memorandum

TO: Bay Bridge Design Task Force DATE: November 5, 1997

FR: Executive Director

RE: Project Assurances for the Transbay Terminal

At your last meeting, the Task Force directed staff to develop a set of project assurances
to guide the Commission’s approval of any funding to support the replacement or
relocation of the transbay bus terminal in downtown San Francisco. The final set of
assurances are to be agreed to and implemented by Caltrans, the City of San Francisco,
MTC and the transit agencies using the current facility for (1) the seismic retrofit of the
existing facility, (2) the completion of a full cost comparison of improvements to the
existing facility with a new facility, and (3) the steps associated with the proposed
relocation of the facility.

Staff has held separate meetings with the staff of Caltrans, AC Transit and the City of San
Francisco Redevelopment Agency and Planning Department to review a first draft of the
assurances. Through these first meetings, we have identified the following significant
points that require further discussion before we can prepare a final draft document:

1. The impact of Caltrans’ proposal to tear down the east ramp to the existing
terminal facility.

2. Identification of viable options for bus access and storage required as a result
of the Caltrans proposal for seismic work.

3. Assumptions on the use of proceeds from the sale of any land that would be
vacated if the terminal were relocated. These assumptions are necessary to
complete an economic analysis comparing the terminal facility options.

4. The options for providing sufficient capacity in the proposed relocated
terminal to accommodate future increases in bus service into downtown San
Francisco.

Resolution of these points is fundamental to the development of project assurances that
can, in fact, be implemented by the respective agencies. Staff has scheduled a joint



meeting of the staff of Caltrans, AC Transit, the other transit operators currently serving
the existing facility and the City of San Francisco on November 17 to address these
points. Based on the results of this discussion, we intend to forward to the Task Force the
draft project assurances for review at your December meeting.

TN L

Lawrence D. Dahms
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THE VOICE OF THE WEST

EDITORIALS

Bay Area Commuters
Deserve a New S.F. Hub

O ANY VISITOR, the Transbay Termi-
nal is a drafty cavemn. Built in another
era to serve a long-departed rail system
that ran across the Bay Bridge, the
terminal has become a gloomy centerpoint
in a transit debate. Should it be re-built in a
new location nearby or re-constructed on its
current spot? On balance the new location,
urged by a determined Mayor Willie Brown,

appears best, though there are powerful ca-
veats.

The debate has drawn in questions about
Brown’s go-it-alone zeal to build the new bus
barn, the location itself, and subsequent fate
of the Transbay Terminal site, a rich real
estate prize in a burgeoning section of down-
town. There are also concerns brought by
rail passenger advocates who feel left out.

As it stands now, the hulking gray building
is a derelict. Built soon after the Bay Bridge
60 years ago, it served for decades as a San
Francisco terminal for the Key System, and
in its heydey 400,000 passengers used it daily.
But when the Key tracks were ripped out and
BART started up, the terminal’s usefulness
plummeted. Muni trolleys now pick up a
handful of passengers at its doors, and a
skeletal AC Transit bus fleet uses its ramps
for cross-bridge trips. About 24,000 commut-
ers pass through the halls each day, and
Greyhound passengers queue up outside.
Marin and San Mateo bus lines use it little,

Caltrans, the unhappy landlord, has spent
$4 million in repairs and is about to lay out
another $13 million in basic upkeep. The
agency estimates a total rebuild would cost
$60 million with approximately the same

level of use. These are questionable expen-
sesfor a smallish clientele.

The state agency, better suited to building
freeways and bridges, has asked regional
transit planners and political leaders to take
over. The question up for grabs is whether to
fix the old facility or build a new tem'uqal.
This is where Mayor Brown has stepped in,
and so far, no one but San Francisco has
shown much interest.

Mayor Brown, who handles a shovel like
Charlemagne wielded a sword, wants to
empty the large site for fresh development.
The spot might be a new home for the M. H.
de Young Museum or a more prosaic thicket
of highrises. He proposes moving the bus-
and-Muni nexus to a spot at Main, Beale and
Folsom, two blocks to the south of the
Transbay Terminal.

This has enraged East Bay leaders for sev-
eral reasons. Their constituents who ride AC
Transit to San Francisco may have to ‘“./alk
farther to downtown offices. In addition,
these elected leaders feel left out by Mayor
Brown as he busily makes plans without
informing them. '

There are partial answers to these practical
and personal criticisms. For some commut-
ers, an accustomed walk to wqu may be
longer from the planned terminal. But a
stroll to the Embarcadero Center complex
would be shorter. Also, as building growth
has extended southwards across Market, it



has moved closer to the proposed hub. Muni
lines, including streetcar tracks, can be re-
routed to the transit homplex. On balance,
this should not be a major hurdle.

With respect to injured feelings, Brown
needs to communicate his plans in a way
that invites East Bay involvement, not suspi-
cion.-His staff, his studies, and his charm can
win over ‘doubters if given a chance. He
should not neglect an gpportunity to make a
compelling case, a‘gq,ﬂfe sooner the better.

The cost of the new: terminal is worth
noting also. It will take $143 million, by a
flattering San Francisco estimate, to build
the new facility, which may have two levels.
The cost involves new bus-only ramps to the
Bay Bridge and the need to store dozens of
buses during the midday layover between
commute hours. The money for either re-
pairing the old structure or building a new
one will come from bridge tolls, and state
and federal funds. This sum must be assured
before construction begins.

One group beating the drums to save the
Transbay Terminal are rail advocates. This
group is furious with Mayor Brown for his
veto earlier this year of a $1 billion pipe
dream o extend Caltrain passenger trains 1,2
miles ¥rththe basement of the terminal.
Along with this fidtion go hopes to run high
speed trains from Southern Galifornia that
could roll into the Mission street terminal.
Even the Key System trains from the East
Bay might be resurrected and will need the
broad curving ramps that feed the old termi-
nal, according to this group. The huge dollar

signs tacked on these projects put them way
out of reach.

The design of the new:terminal will be
crucial. San Francisco redevelopment plan-
ners want to hook up to existing bridge bus
ramps to assure AC Transit vehicles quick
and direct access to the span. Careful atten-
tion should also be paid to the fact that this
will be a bustling terminal with at least four
bus lines—-Muni, AC, Golden Gate and Sam-
Trans—expected to use it. If these problems
can be resolved as San Francisco thinkers
believe, the city and the region will have a
hard-working transit hub at last.. 3

There is the tantalizing question of what
to do with the existing Transbay Terrmna}.
Mayor Brown, who makes no small plans, is
toying with alternatives that include the De
Young or conventional skys-crapers. It will
the job of San Franciscq citizenry to .make
sure these plans are carried out in an' open
and sensible way. The terminal served the
city well in its day, and a new use should be
found that will bring enjoyment and produc-
tive use. Let’s hear what you're up to, Mr.
Mayor.

here is no question that San Francisco

must provide a workable, inviting termi-

nal for commuters. But the current loca-
tion-an unusable plaza, street car ramp and a
decrepit structure-serves no one well. Mov-
ing it would give the Bay Area a new terminal
built for modern times.
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2 San Pablo
officials face
mtlclsm on
hus terminal

% By Shawn Masten

: TIMES STAFF WRITER
o SAN PABLO — Two of San
Pablc s most outspoken elected offi-
cigls are under fire from some of
fheir East Bay counterparts over their
positions on San Francisco's plan to
relocate the Transbay Terminal.
I- Emeryville Vice Mayor Ken
Bulcowski has accused San Pablo City
Councilworhan Shirley Wysinger of
lobhying against the will of the Con-
tra Costa County mayors, who op-
pose the relocation of the terminal.

- And Councilwoman Sharon
Brown has been accused of not ac-
curately representing the mayors’
opposxtlon in her position as a vot-
ing ‘member of the Metropolitan
Je#nsportation Commission.
=< Both councilwomen deny the ac-
ctisations and say their actions have
beén misunderstood.

In an Oct. 30 letter to San Pablo
City Attorney Brian Libow, Bukowski
said he feels Wysinger has a conflict
of interest on the issue because she
works for the San Francisco Rede-
velopment Agency, which in March
unanimously approved a measure to
create a new $130 million bus station
and demolish the existing terminal at
First and Mission streets, which
serves some 30,000 commuters daily.

Bukowski said he pointed a fin-
ger at Wysinger because of her
stance on the mayors’ decision to op-
pose the new location.

“She appeared to be angry”
Bukowski told the Times on Tues-
day. "I think this is one area where

r' -\~f’.| ¥
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Slur!ey
Wysinger
Her efforts have
been only to
present the
plan to the
public, she
says.
she shouldn’t be so forward because
of where she works.”
i denies a conflict, with
Libow's support.
She invited San Francisco Rede-

velopment Agency planner William
Camey 1o make a presentation at the

mayors’ October meeting to “clear up |

misinformation” about the project.

“All I did was bring the informa-

tion to the people so they could un-
derstand what’s going on,” Wysinger
said. “Up until then, I was sitting
there listening to people talk about
something they have no idea on.”

Bukowski said he is concerned that
Wysinger is lobbying on behalf of her
employer, San Francisco Mayor Willie
Brown, who backs the relocation plan.

“She may be inappropriately using
her position as an elected member of
the City Council to influence the opin-
ion of the mayors' conference” and
fellow council member Brown,
Bukowski said in his letter to Libow.

Wysinger responded: “Neither my
boss Jim Morales nor Willie Brown have
directed me to use my influence what-
soever. All I was doing and will continue
to do is bring the information from the
other side of the Bay so that people can
see what the project truly is.”

San Pablo Mayor Joe Gomes, who
heads the West County Mayors’ and
Supervisors Association, said he does-
n't see Wysinger’s actions as a conflict.

"Having both sides of the issue
presented is fair and equitable to
everybody,” Gomes said.

Staff writer Rob Shea contributed
to this story.
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Terminal Plan Angers East Bay

S.F. mayor wants
bus service moved
to tinier depot

By Edward Epstein
Chronlcle Stafy Writer

Oakland Mayor Elihu Harris
led a parade of East Bay elected
officials. and residents yesterday
who bashed Mayor Willie Brown's
plan to move Transbay bus service
to a new, smaller terminal in
downtown San Francisco.

The $140 million proposal is “ill-
advised and quite frankly illogi-
cal,” Harris said at a meeting of the
Metropolitan Transportation Com-
mission’s Bay Bridge design task
force.

“I hope we would not spend a
lot of time on it unless it's absolute-
ly necessary,” Harris told his fel-
low task force members. They
have jurisdiction over the pro-
posed project because Bay Bridge
tolls they control will help fund it.

Brown had no immediate reac-
tion to Harris’ comments, but he
has shown a steely determination
to press ahead with his idea of
moving the downtown bus termi-
nal to Main and Beale streets from
First and Mission streets by 2002.

At their meeting in Oakland,
Harris and other task force mem-

-_— o

bers also heard about a related
project, the California Department
of Transportation’s interim solu-
tion to structural and building
code violations at the existing
Transbay Terminal.

Caltrans, the vast building’s
owner, plans to spend $13 million
in the next few years on safety im-
provements to the 60-year-old
building, whether or not a new ter-
minal is eventually built.

It has already spent $4 million
on repairs in recent years, trying
to keep open the building that is
used by about 25,000 passengers a
day.

The Metropolitan Transporta-
tion Commission does not have to
approve that money, which Cal-
trans was asking to get from the
state Transportation Commission.

Caltrans estimates that even
with the latest investment, the ter-
minal needs $30 million more in re-
pairs. And even then, Caltrans offi-
cial Denis Mulligan told the MTC, a
large portion of the building origi-
nally built as the terminal for Key
System trains from the East Bay
will remain unoccupied.

He also said Caltrans will tear
down one of the bus ramps at the
terminal next year. The western
ramp will be upgraded and made
two-way, and the eastern ramp
will be torn down.

No matter what Mulligan said

about the decrepit state of the ex-
isting terminal and the fact that it
will remain largely empty, East
Bay leaders were unmollified.

In addition to Harris, those who
spoke included Mayors Ralph Ap-
pezzato of Alameda and Shirley
Dean of Berkeley and Contra Costa
County Supervisor Jim Rogers of
Richmond.

“San Francisco has managed to
do something surprising,” Rogers
said. “That is unite the East Bay,
which is normally quite fractious.”

East Bay leaders contend that
the new terminal would be less
convenient, less efficient and a
waste of money. Many say the idea
has more to do with developing
valuable real estate along Mission
Street than with helping transit.

They also feel that Brown has
acted in a high-handed manner,
without consulting them about an
issue that directly involves them
and their constituents.

Dean said East Bay mayors had
written to Brown asking for a
meeting but had not received a re-
sponse.

“San Francisco, with all due re-
spect, should not be the sole deci-
sionmaker,” she said. “The plans
we've seen here today indicate
that San Francisco has already
made a decision.”

“My City Council is unanimous
in opposing this, and when you get

Oakland
Mayor Elihv
Harris led a
group of East

Bay protesters

Berkeley’s City Council to be unan-
imous, you know it’s unanimous,”
she added.

While the other mayors may
not have been consulted, the bus
services that stop inside or near
the terminal have been, Brown's
staff says. These include AC Tran-
sit, Golden Gate Transit, Sam-
Trans, the Municipal Railway and
Greyhound.

AC Transit, the terminal’s main
user, objects vigorously to Brown’s
plan.

Jon Rubin, Brown’s personal
MTC appointee, said a lot of the
East Bay criticism was wrong. “It's
easy to throw a lot red herrings
and not address real issues: I hope
we can distill a lot of the red her-
rings and get to the truth.”

Brown’s administration main-
tains that the new terminal would
be more efficient to operate,
would be directly connected to the
Bay Bridge bus ramps and would
allow jobs to be created at the cur-
rent, prime site.

As for the MTC, it won't be
asked for $80 million in bridge toll
revenues for the project until an
environmental impact review is
finished, probably by next spring.
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Transit terminal proposal draws fire-

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

San Francisco Mayor Willie Brown
may be facing an uphill battle against
East Bay interests in his.quest to si-
phon $80 million in bridge tolls into a
new Transbay Transit Terminal.

After all 25 speakers at a Bay
Bridge Task Force meeting slammed
San Francisco's plan to build a ter-
minal at a new site, three task force
members expressed serious reserva-
tions about the $138 million project.

Oakland Mayor Elihu Harris called
the plan “ill-advised” and “illogical;"
Contra Costa Counly Supervisor
Mark DeSaulnier said it was
“D.0.A.,” or dead-on-arrival; and San
Pablo Mayor Sharon Brown noted she

DAlinA 1» i~ -
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had been taking a lot of heat over it
from colleagues.

The task force — a subcommittee
of the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission — is charged mainly
with choosing the best design for a
new eastern span the San Francisco-
Oakland Bay Bridge.

But it's also supposed to offer ad-
vice on how to spend revenues raised
by a 81 hike in bridge tolls that takes
effect next.year. The transportation
commission, which is composed of
elected officials from around the Bay
Area, ultimately will decide how the
toll revenue will be spent.

Brown has requested at least $80
million in toll money to help pay for a
new bus terminal at Main and Beale

e wuw LI - - -

streets, about one block from ’tl;xe
existing, 60-year-old facility at First
and Mission streéts.

But East Bay transbay bus- rlders
and elected officials say they'd rather
see the terminal upgraded than
moved farther away from jobs. - .

The California Department.. of
Transportation, which owns .the
building, plans to spend $13 million
to strengthen it, and estimates other
needed improvements such as  re:
placing plumbing and electrical work
would cost $30 million.

The transportation commlssion
has decided toll revenues first shqu_l_d
pay for an elaborate cable bridge, to
replace the 61-year-old eastern span
of the Bay Bridge, damaged in -the
1989 Loma Prieta earthquake. ...,
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- [ask force hears opposition to plan

on relocation of Transb
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y Rob Shea
TIMES STAFF WRITER

OAKLAND — AC Transit fans
and East Bay politicians showed up
in force Wednesday to tell Bay Area
transportation officials that they
firmly oppose the relocation of the
Transbay Transit Terminal.

The Metropolitan Transportation
Commission’s Bay Bridge Design
Task Force met to set up a process
to decide whether the terminal
should be moved. But attention fo-
cused instead on whether a new ter-
minal should be built at all.

The commission must decide
whether to extend for two years a
bridge toll increase that would raise
$30 million to demolish the terminal,
at First and Mission Streets in San
Francisco, and build a new one at
Main and Beale streets. ]

The task force took no action
Wednesday. It will meet again Nov.
14 and is expected to make a final
decision on both the terminal and
the design for the new eastern span
of the Bay Bridge. By Caltrans’ time-
line, the new terminal wouldn't be
designed until at least mid-1999, and
construction would be finished in
2002. ;

San Francisco favors the move be-
cause it wants to develop the land
where the terminal is located. East

Bay leaders oppose the move be-
cause the current site links trans-
portation options, and moving it
would cost millions. :

The state Department of Trans-
portation owns the terminal, which
was built as part of the Bay Bridge.
Because the state loses $600,000 an-
nually in operating it, Caltrans wants
to hand it over to a local or regional
body. Moving it is one way for Cal-
trans to sever its ties to the terminal.

East Bay officials have united in
opposition to the move. i

“San Francisco, with all due re-
spect, should not be making the de-
cision. The region should make the
decision,” said Berkeley Mayor
Shirley Dean.

Included among the 25 speakers
were county supervisors, AC Tran-
sit’s primary lawyer and advocates
for bus riders and bicyclists.

Cities all over Contra Costa and
Alameda counties are on the record
in support of keeping the terminal
in place. AC Transit sued over the
proposal but later agreed to drop the
suit after meeting with state legisla-
tors.

Karen Ackerman, representing
People on the Bus, said the move
would make a much longer walk for
the many riders destined for the fi-
nancial district.

N~ Ao

“Think about how willing you'd
be to walk the extra two blocks in
sweltering summer heat or on a wet
blustery day in business attire,” Ack-
erman said.

“I'm trying to be open-minded
about this,” said task force member
Mark DeSaulnier, representing Con-
tra Costa County. “But it looks to me,
at least as far as East Bay con-
stituents are concerned, this is DOA.”

San Francisco Mayor Willie
Brown views the terminal as an ugly
albatross that has outlived its use-
fulness. He would like the 500,000
square-foot site to become a mix of
office, residential, commercial, cul-
tural and open spaces.

Some speakers called the pro-
posal greedy land speculation that
would benefit no one but develop-
ers.

San Francisco’s two representa-
tives on the task force promised to
take into consideration the effect of
their decision on the whole Bay Area.

ay Terminal |
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Brown terminal plan faces criticism

By Ronna Abramson
STAFF WRITER

San Francisco Mayor Willie
Brown may be facing an uphill
battle against East Bay interests in
his quest to siphon $80 million in
bridge tolls for a new Transbay
Transit Terminal.

After all 25 speakers at a Bay
Bridge Task Force meeting
slammed San Francisco's plan to
build a terminal at a different site,
three task force members ex-
pressed some serious reservations
about the $138 million project.

Oakland Mayor Elihu Harris
called the plan “ill-advised” and
“illogical;” Contra Costa County
Supervisor Mark DeSaulnier said
it was “D.O.A.,” or dead-on-ar-
rival; and San Pablo Mayor Sharon
Brown noted she's been taking a
lot of heat over it from colleagues.

The task force — a subcom-
mittee of the Metropolitan Trans-
portation Commission — is
charged mainly with choosing the
best design for a new eastern span
to the San Francisco-Oakland Bay
Bridge.

But it's also supposed to offer
advice on how to spend revenues
raised by a $1 hike in bridge tolls
that takes effect next year. The
transportation commission, which
is composed of elected officials
from around the Bay Area, ultima-
tely decides how the toll revenue
will be spent.

Brown has requested at least
$80 million in toll money to help
pay for a new bus terminal at Main
and Beale streets, about one block
from the existing 60-year-old fa-
cility at First and Mission streets.

But East Bay transbay bus

riders and elected ,officials say
they'd rather see the terminal up-
graded than moved farther away
from jobs.

The California Department of
Transportation, which owns the
building, plans to spend $13 mil-
lion to strengthen it, and estimates
other needed improvements such
as replacing plumb and elec-
trical work would cost $30 million.

The transportation commission
has decided toll revenues first
should pay for an elaborate cable
bridge span to replace the 61-year-
old eastern span of the Bay Bridge,
damaged in the 1989 Loma Prieta
earthquake. Next on the priority
list would be Transbay Terminal
project, followed by a bike lane on
the new span.

However, the task force has
agreed to reconsider priorities and
make a final decision in April.
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Bay Bridge Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee

PO Box 10205 » Oakland, CA 94610
510 452-1221

November 12, 1997

Mary King, Chair, Bay Bridge Design Task Force
Metropolitan Transportation Commission

101 Eighth Street

Oakland, CA 607

Madame Chair and Members of the Bay Bridge Design Task Force

I am writing to you on behalf of the Bay Bridge Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee. This Committee has
now been recognized as the official bicycle/ pedestrian group to interface and interact with MTC and Caltrans
concerning the Bay Bridge.

We have recently presented our design proposals for the East Span bicycle/ pedestrian pathway to Caltrans.
Our recommendations are: a two-way pathway, at least 12 feet wide, that will accommodate bicycles, pedes-
trians, wheelchairs and other non-motorized users. A south side location is preferred for its view of Oakland,
provided that air quality and wind pattern analyses support that users will have the most comfortable
experience on the south side. The pathway should link up to Treasure Island by way of the south side of
Yerba Buena Island.

One new design suggestion — which has been demonstrated on the Stanford University campus - is to use
contrasting surface materials to separate adjacent pedestrian and bicyde paths. These surfaces would pro-
vide visual and tactile differentiation, rather than a vertical separation as is the case of a raised, curbed
sidewalk.

Our goal is that a superior pathway facility be developed and we are pleased that our Advisory Committee
will have a participatory role with Caltrans and the bridge consultants as they work towards the 30 percent
design stage by next April.

A shore-to-shore bike path remains our central objective, This can be achieved by extending a bicycle/
pedestrian facility across the West Span to San Francisco. We hope ways can be found to solve this vital
missing link. The following ideas are being explored to endorse the West Span pathway as an official pro-
posal:

1) Incorporate it in MTC’s Regional Transportation Plan

2) Add it to San Francisco’s Congestion Managemnent Plan

We would like to explore these and other options with the Task Force at your next meeting in December. We
believe there may be ways in which the Task Force can assist.

We appredate working with you on this important task.
Sincerely

A%dcem\annfor 62 (AL

Bay Bridge Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Steven Bodzin, Stan Bukowski, David Burch, John Ciccarelli, Victoria Eisen,
Doug Faunt, Michael Katz, Jason Meggs, Robert Raburn
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November 24, 1997
Tor Engineering and Design Advisory Panel
From: Steve Heminger, Manager

Legislation and Public Affairs

Re: Newsletter on Bay Bridge East Span Replacement

We thought you would be interested in the enclosed newsletter on
the Bay Bridge project, published recently by Caltrans.

The Task Force has held two recent meetings, in September and
October, on the issue of relocating or retrofitting the Transbay
Transit Terminal. MTC currently is working with Caltrans, AC
Transit and the City of San Francisco Redevelopment Agency and
Planning Department on a set of project assurances to guide the
Commission’s approval of funding for this project. The next Task
Force meeting to discuss the project assurances will be held on
Wednesday, January 14, 1998 at 1:00 p.m. in the Joseph P. Bort
MetroCenter Auditorium.

We expect to reconvene the EDAP in the next few months and look
forward to your continued participation.

SH:pl

Enclosure
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The Bay Bridge Design Task Force meeting scheduled for
Wednesday, December 10, 1997 has been cancelled.

The next meeting of the Task Force will be held on Wednesday,
January 14, 1998 at 1:00 p.m. in the Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter
Auditorium, 101 Eighth Street, Oakland.
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November 5, 1997

To: Bay Bridge Design Task Force Members
Fr; Steve Heminger
Re: Bay Bridge Design Task Force Meeting

Wednesday, Nov. 12, 1997

As you can see from the attached agenda, the next Bay Bridge Design
Task Force meeting consists of an onsite tour of the Transbay Transit
Terminal and the proposed new terminal site, followed by a regular

task force meeting in the PG&E auditorium at 77 Beale Street.

For Commissioners and staff coming from the East Bay, we are
arranging transport to San Francisco in an AC Transit bus. The bus
will leave from the front of the MetroCenter at 12:30 p.m. sharp and
will return to the MetroCenter following the meeting, probably around
4 p.m.

Please advise my secretary, Linda Walls, at 510/464-7813 by Friday,
Nov. 7 if you plan to join us on the bus.





